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October 17,2003 

Commissioner Michael I Cappr 
Federal Communications C o m b d o n  
445 12th street, Nw 
WaShingtOR D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

1 am wriihng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadCPst flag technology for digitnl telcvhion A# a c o n m e ,  
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for ~ I D V ~ ~ ~ O T  C D ~ S W W I  *t#. and he ultimate adoption of W 

A robust, competitive market for C O ~ ~ U ~ R  ekcIsonies m u t  be m t e d  in mmufactura' ab%@ to innovate fm thcir curtoman &wing 
movie shldios to veto features of DlV-reoeption equipment will nrsble the rmdios to tell tachnolow what new product# t h y  can 
crcnte This d r e d t  in product# ulpt don't n m i i u i l y  reflect what connunen like ma actunUy mt, d i t  could r e d t  in me b e i q  
charged mnre money fm inferior h t i o n n l i t y  

If the FCC h u e s  a broadcant %mandate, I would pctually bo lair likely to make m invertmant in I)Ty-cnpablt mceivm nnd ~ t h m  
equipment I d not pay m m  for devices thnt limit my righb at the behert D f  HdysvDod Please do not mandate bmadcwt f l q  
technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

leremy B e ~ l e y  
3 I30 Ripplewood Dr 
Oarland, TX 75044 
USA 
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October 17. 2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael J topps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatlon. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Mike Hoekserna 
1009-95 Baseline Rd W 
London. ON N6J 4 x 3  
Canada 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedeldl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlehael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televvlslon Aa a 
consumer and cklzen. I lee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon al D N  

A robust, competlth'e market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturen' abllky to Innovate tor thelr 
cuotomers Allowlng movle dudlos to veto features of DN-receptlon cqulpment wlll enable the stud109 to k l l  technologlm 
what new products they can create Thls WIII result In products that don't necesrarlly reflectwhat eonsumen llke me 
actually want, and K could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC 19sues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for d8vlces that llmt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood Please do nat mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgital televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

John Moore 
8102 Chrlstopher Wren Dr 
Wex(ord, PA 15090 
USA 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of swtching to and 
buying digital television equpment. That transition will k far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in  my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can mod@, create, and 
participate I can record TVto watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an emal clip of my chld's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
llexlble, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

James Schneck 
19 Pine Cone Lane 
Mount Morris, N Y  14510 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commumcations Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television eqwpment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag Seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that 1 enjoy 

tfthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Bacil Donovan Warren 
2909 N WINSTEL 
Tucson, AZ 85716 
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October 17, 2003 

Comrmrrioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicahonr Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnmg to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mandated adopnon of "broadcast fllg" technology for dIpd 
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovmon, consumer 
n&tr, and the ulnmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehave market for consumer electrorucr must be rooted m manufacturers' nMty to mnovite for 
rhar customers. Allounng mome studIor to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment wll enable the stud00 to 
tell technolopstr what new products they can create. T h i s  udl result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what cons~mers Lke me actually want, and it could result ui me bang charged more money for rnfenor 
funcnonllty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be less likdy to make an investment rn DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for dcnces that lmit my nghts at the behest of HoUyrvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgtd television. Thmk you for your m e .  

Smcerely, 

Dave Camp 
17373 SW Paafica Ct 
Aloha, OR 97006 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D t 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to mlce my opposttlon to any FCt-mandated adoptlan el "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltsl televlslon ps a 
consumer and cRlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovetlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robugt, compettke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablltty b Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon tqulpment wlll enable the studlor to bll technologist$ 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't nccessarlly rellect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I wuld actually be less Ilkely to maka an Investment In DN-capable recekers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devices that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltpl telwlalen Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Aaron Sosnlck 
143 Avenue B PHA 
New York, NY 10009 
USA 



October 17,2003 

Cornmiiioner Michael 1 Copps 
Federal Communicatim Commipdon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michnel Copps, 

I m w i t i q  to voice my opponition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcwt 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for h v a t i o n ,  c o n m a  @to, and the ultimate adopticn of ryrY 

A robust competitive market for comumer electrmrics mud be rooted in manufncmm' ability to innovate for their cwtomsn Allowing 
movie studio# to veto features of DW-receptinn equipment will enable the rmdiDo to tell tecludc& what new producb they CM 

create llis will r e d  in producu that don't neceoody reflect what c c n n v n a  like ma ncludly mt, d i t  could redt  in me be@ 
c-cd more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC Lmen n broadcast flq mandata, I would MWY ba leis W y  to make M invemnont in DW-capable recuvm nnd othsr 
equipment I will not pay more for devlcsi that limit my rightl at the behert of Hollywood meme do not mandate broadcPrr flq 
technology for &tal television W you for your time 

Sincerely, 

m reed 
Cscelia Ave 
Covhgto~KY41011 
USA 

tcchmloey for *tal tclevidcn As P c ~ u u m e r  
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssbner Mlchael J Copps 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wsshlngton, D C 20554 

Dear MIChaeI Copps, 

I am wrRlng to volce my opposttlon to any FtGmandaBd adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal televlslon As I 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad Tor Innevstlon. consumer rlghts, and tho ultlmate 
sdnptlon of D W  

A robust. competttke market for consumer electmnlcs mutt be r o d d  In manuhcturen' ablllty to I n n m t e  for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle atudbs to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the ttudlos to tell technologllb 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In produc(s that don't necersarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfundlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recekfm 
and other equlprnent I WIII not pay more (dr ~ W I C C S  that llmtt my rlghb at the behest cd Hollywood Please do not mandste 
broadcast flag technology b r  dlgttnl televlslon Thank you bar your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Jonathan Guldry 
15 Sunshlne Ct 
Bloomlngton, IL 61704 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that Such n pollcy wuuld be bed b r  Innwatlon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, cornpetltMe market tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate b r  thelr 
cuotomen Allowlng movle nudloa to veto features of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the nudlos to tell technologltb 
what new produas they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly relleet what consumen I l k  me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money tor Inferlor functlonallLy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be leas Ilkdy to mako an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlgha at the beheat of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you ror your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Danlel Jlmenez 
1023 tmcker Street 
Houston, TX 77019 
USA 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DW devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify. create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of N and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely 

Dylan Loflin 
410 Longwood CT Unit D 
Baton Rouge, LA 70806 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a '"broadcast flag.' I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits o f  switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existfng home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -. I can modify, create, and participate. i 
can record TV t o  watch la te r ;  clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of  my childs football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Gregory Toto 
2651 Octavia 
San Francisco, CA 941 23 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a '"broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and flnding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that  are more expensive and lessvaluable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use impllcatlons of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove thls control and flexlbillty that  I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As  a citizen and consumer of  broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Dominic Perez 
4739 NE Flanders St 
Portland, OR 9721 3 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoution of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digitai television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must he rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Jeffrey Phillips 
715 Vinca Court 
Alpharetta. GA 30005 
USA 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am graveiy concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enJoy television, 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another devlce in my llving room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allles to hinder the transltlon 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. W t h  today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dlspense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Keith Menard 
15110 Newport Ave 
Omaha, NE 68116 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlsion. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transltlon 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the falr-use impllcations of the broadcast flag. WLh today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relatlve; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transkion by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Rhett Cook 
3310 112 Osage 
Denver, CO 8021 1 



October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppr 
Federd Communicatlons Commssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Warhgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I m wnhng to voice my opposition to any PCC-mandated adoptton of "broadcast flag" technology for dgd 
telewion. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatton, consumer 
rights, and the ulttmate adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, compehttve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mmufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers, Allowngmone smdos to veto features of IYlV-recepbon equpmmt will mable the stu&os to 
tell technologstr what new products they can create. ' Th is  wll result m products that don't necessady reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result XI me bRng charged more money for mfenor 
functtonllty. 

If  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would ~ c t u d y  be less M y  to & an mvcstxnent m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for devlcer that h t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgtd telmrion. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Okvier Dagenus 
2750B Mane street 
Apt. 30 
Ottawa, ON IUB 7E7 
Canada 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerne 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

th; 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment') A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

Donald Nems 
590 Lower Landing Road 
Blackwood. NJ 08012 
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October 17,2003 

Combs iona  Michael 1 Coppi 
Federal Communications Commission 
443 IZthStreet, NW 
Washingtw D C 20554 

Dear M i c h l  Copps, 

I am writiq to voice my opporiticn to MY FCCrmMdsted P d D p t i ~  of%rondcast hg technology for diaitpl televirion pu a connvnsr 
and citizen, I feel 8tro~@y thnt such a policy would be bad for innovatiom, c o m e r  +b, and the ultimnte sdophn  of D'rv 

A robust. competitive mnrket for connvner electronics m u  be moted in manufactuen' ability to innoate for their cwtmnm AUo* 
movie studios to veto fenhwm of DTV-reception quipment will amble the mdiom to tell tech la& what m w  products they can 
mente This will r e d  in productu that don? neceimnrily d e c t  what c m m  like me nctuaUy want, and it could r e d  in me being 
charged more money for inferior fmctiodty 

If the FCC Lmes a koadcast ilag mandata. I would actually bo leis Ualy to make an inveltmunt in DW-capable r ecdvm nnd othsr 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rightr nt the behemi of Hollpood P l e ~ e  do not mandate broadcart I@ 
technology for digitnl television Thnnl: you for your time 

Sincerely, 

PSsCnl MeuniH 
811 s Il thSt 
Lafayette, M 47905 
USA 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits o f  switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existlng home network, buying new hlgh-resolution dlsplays, and findlng room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use impllcations of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive reciplent of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibllity that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A s  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the dlgltal 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

N ep hi Fe rs uson 
5912 Luna St. 
Houston, TX 77076 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V IA  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrlct the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switchlng to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transltion will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and findlng room 
for yet another device in my livlng room. Please do not allow the MPAA and Its allies to hlnder the transltlon 
by making us buy special-purpose DTVdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcastflag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of N and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Altman 
5038 South University Drive, Davie, Florida 
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33328 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commlssioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet  another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? Aprettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Charles P. Chrlstman 
1426 Santa Rosa Dr 
Tyler, TX 75701 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federd Commumcaaons Comnusrion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnmg to voice my oppooihon to my FCC-mandated dophon of "broadcast flag" tedrnology for digitd 
telension. As a consumer and ahzm, I fed strongly that such a poky would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
n&ts,md the darnate adophon of JYIV. 

A robust, compehtlve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' a w t y  to m o v i t c  for 
their  customers. Allowing mone studor to veto features of DTWrecephon equipment wll enable the studios to 
tell technolopsts what new products they can create. ' h s  wll result m products that don't necersnrlly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me berng charged more money for mfenor 
funchondlty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flngmmdate, I would actually be less L a y  to rn&e an mvertment rn DTV-cnppnble 
receivers m d  other equipment. I MLI not pay more for devices that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag tcdrnology for digtsl television. 'Ihank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Matt Troutman 
7415 Field hdge Dnve 
Houston, TX 77095 
USA 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlsion. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumem of the benefits of switchng to and 
buying digital television equipment. That bansition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transinon by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's footkdl game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag Seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to dlgital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Patrick McPherson 
1734 E. Gaylon Dr 
Tempe, AZ 85282 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to Vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag I '  I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use imphcations of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice It into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture IS hardly enough reason for me to dispense w t h  all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Michael K Johnson 
1123 112 3rd St SE 
Cedar Rapids. IA 52401 


